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Proposed Claim Claims: 

1 . (Currently Amended) A method comprising the steps of: 

receiving, at a server comprising a central processor , rating information associated with 
contents of a document from the one or more evaluators; 

identifying, at the server, at least one a trust score for each of the one or more evaluators, 
each trust score being a measure of an extent to which a respective evaluator's rating information 
is considered in determining an aggregate rating, each trust score based on factors associated 
with the respective evaiuator; 

wherein each trust score is based on a rating deviation of an the respective evaluator, 
wherein th e ratin g deviation is based on a comparison of (i) rating information for one or more 
documents received from the evaluator and (if) rating information for the one or more documents 
received from one or more other evaluators; 

identifyin g, at the server, a sensitivity score, the sensitivity score indicating a level of 
conservatism in determining the aggregate rating , wherein a high sensitivity indicates a higher 
degree of conservatism in determining an aggregate rating ; 

determinin g, at the server, the aggregate rating for the document based on the rating 
information, the trust scores, and the sensitivity score; 

receiving a request from a recipient for a document using a computer ; 

identifyin g, at the server, a suitability [[standard]] profile associated with the recipient, 
where the suitability profile determines whether any information relating to the preferences of 
the recipient are stored in a suitability database, and is used to select a document appropriate for 
the recipient ; and 
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determining whether to deliver the document in response to the request for the document 
based on the suitability [[standard]] profile of the recipient, and the aggregate rating of the 
document, 

wherein determining whether to deliver the document further comprises 
determining whether to deliver the document based on whether the suitability profile for 
the recipient satisfies the aggregate rating; and 

deliver ing the 6<- it jv..r or content prov i der if the suitability profile for the 
sveij ' v 

2. - 4. (Cancelled) 

5. (canceled) 

6, -7. (Cancelled) 

8. (previously presented) The method of claim 1, wherein each trust score is based on a 
geographical location of the respective evaluator . 

9. (previously presented) The method of claim 1, wherein each trust score is based on one or 
more prior content ratings received from the respective evaluator^ 
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1 0. (previously presented) The method of claim 1 , wherein each trust score is based on an 
industry associated with the respective evaluator. 

1 1 . (cancelled) 

12. (previously presented) The method of claim 1, wherein each trust score is based on a rating 
deviation of the respective_evaluator, wherein the rating deviation is based on a comparison of (i) 
rating information for one or more documents received from the evaluator and (ii) aggregate 
ratings for the one or more documents. 

13. (previously presented) The method of claim 1 , wherein the at least one trust score is based on 
rating information previously received from the respective evaluator^for one or more documents. 

14. (Previously Presented) The method of claim 1, further comprising: 

determining one or more revised trust scores for one or more of the one or more evaluators; and 
determining a revised aggregate rating based on the one or more revised trust scores. 

15. (Cancelled) 

16. (Original) The method of claim 1, wherein the document is an advertisement. 
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17. (previously presented) The method of claim 1, wherein the document comprises at least one 
of a web page, content that can be used in a web page, or a program, 

18. (Cancelled) 

19. (previously presented) The method of claim [[18]] 1, wherein the one or more evaluators are 
selected using a random selection algorithm. 

20. (Cancelled) 

21. (Previously Presented) The method of claim 1, further comprising: receiving new rating 
information for the document; and processing the new rating information to determine a revised 
rating associated with the document. 

22. (Original) The method of claim 1, wherein the aggregate rating comprises one or more 
subject ratings, each associated with an evaluation criterion. 

23. (previously presented) The method of claim 22, wherein the evaluation criterion comprises at 
least one of sexual content, violent content, adult content, or targeted age. 

24. (Original) The method of claim 1 , wherein the aggregate rating comprises a quantity. 
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25. (Original) The method of claim 3 , wherein the aggregate rating comprises a mean of the 
rating information. 

26. (Original) The method of claim 1 , wherein the aggregate rating comprises a mode of the 
rating information. 

27. (Original) The method of claim 1, wherein the aggregate rating comprises a median of the 
rating information. 

28-29. (Cancelled) 

30. (Currently Amended) A system comprising: 

rating receiving means for receiving rating information associated with a content of a 
document from the one or more evaluators; 

means for identifying a trust sc o re for each of the one or more evaluators, each trust s cer- t 
b- e ing-a-m e asur e ef an extent -- to which a r e sp e ctiv e ■e valuator's - ratinfi -- infQHnation is considered it 
det e rm ining an agg regate rating , each trust score based on fac tors associated with the respect ive 
evah^to~ wher-ein : 4fae - at^ 
evaluators; 

means for identifying a s ^n^#t4ty-se^fe 7 4he^B«#v4£ v score indicating a leve l-ef 
co nse r vatism in determining the-aggr egat e rat in g s 
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meems4e^ 4etmmimng~[[an } }th e aggr e gate- r at i ng ' f or -th e -document bas e d en-th e -r-ating 
■iH-feHmitk>n , - 4ha 4 rtist"SC0f e s,[fand11--the ' sensitivity score and the at least one trust score; 

signal-r e ceiving means- for receiving a re quest - from a recipient- a signal relevant to a 
criteria ; and 

m eans fo r identifying : a suitabili t y standard associated w i th the recip ient- - an d 
determination me a n^fordetermin i ng whe the r t o de li v&r -th e d - o o um^ nt ifj - re&peH s e - te -th e 
signat based on the criteria and the sui t ability - standard and the - aggregate rating. - 
a ser ver comprising a central processor; 

rating receivin g meansjbr receivi n g, at a ser ver, rating information associ ated w ith 
contents of a document from the one or more evaiuators; 

means for identifying, at the server, a trust score for each of the one or more evaluators, 
each trust score being a measure of an extent to which a respective evaluator's rating information 
is considered in determining an aggregate rating, each trust score based on factors associated 
with the respective evaluator; 

wherein the a t least one tru st scor e is a ssociated with a specific one or more evaluators 
and wherein each trust score is based on a rating deviation of the respective evaluator, wherein 
the rating deviation is based on a comp a rison of (i) rating , information for one or more documents 
received from the evaluator an d (ii) ratin g information for the one or more do cum ents received 
from one or more other evaluators; 

means for identifying a sensitivity sc or e, at the server, the sensitivity score indicating a 
level of conservatism in determining the aggregate rating, wherein a high sensitivity indicates a 
higher degree of conservatism in determining an aggregate rating; 
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means for determining jhe aggregate rating ^ at the server ^jbr the document b ased on the 
rating information, the trust scores^and the sensitivity score; 

receiving means for rec eiving a request from a recipie nt a signal relevant to a criteria for 
a document; 

means for ide ntifying a suitability [[ standard] j profile., at the server, associated with the 
recipient, where the suitability profile determines whether any information relating to the 
preferences of the recipient are stored in a suitability database, and is used to select a document 
appropriate for the recipient; and 

determination means for determining whether to deliver the document in response to the 
request for the document based on the suitability [[standard]] profile for the recip ie nt, a rid the 
aggregate rating of the document, 

wherein determining whether to de l iver the document further comprises 

determining whether to deliver the document based on whether the suitability profile for 

the recipie n t satisfies the aggregate rating; a nd 

delivering the document to user or contenrprov ider if the suitability profile for the 

recipient satisfies the aggregate rating. 

31-35. (Cancelled) 
36. (cancelled) 
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37, (Cancelled) 



